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and those influenced by the " pures," hold that the title of
doctor and the degree of M.D: are titles which ought to

belong exclusively to themselves? 1 Most undoubtedly they
will The College of Physicians introduced into Sir James
Graham’s Bills a clause which would have been attended with
the same consequences. In one Bill these words occur:-
"None but physicians shall be allowed to use the title of
doctor." ,

Physicians have always endeavoured to keep in check the
advancement of the general practitioner, by monopolizing all
the honourable titles and offices in the profession, and brand-
ing the general practitioner with the druggist name of apothe-
cary. Why should not the general practitioner or surgeon be
a doctor of medicine, as well as the physician, if he chooses to
be- at the expense and trouble of obtaining it ? This, how-
ever, will not suit the grandees; there must be some check
put to our acquiring knowledge, or we shall soon eclipse the
little men with big names.

’ 

If such a clause as this were to be enacted into a law,
hundreds of surgeons in general practice would find them-
selves deprived of a title (and the social rank which it con-
fers) which they have as much right to as any physician.
Mark the injustice of the case. A physician who is only

member of a College of Physicians, and who is not a doctor
of medicine of any university, would be able to impose on
the public, by signing M.D. after his name, and assuming the
title of doctor, and this without being liable to fine, or receiving
any other check. A general practitioner who is a Fellow of
the Royal College of Surgeons, and doctor of medicine of the
University of London, would thus be liable to penalties, if he
dared imply that he was a physician, by using his degree, or
styling himself a doctor ! !
General practitioners, be on your guard ! " Lions and their

providers" are on their prowl, and the jackals would sacrifice
ye, that they may share the spoil with their masters.

I remain, Sir, yours very truly,
Bristol, March, 1848. J. ST. J. PARSONS,

Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons
in London, but now degraded into the
lowest rank in that of England.

THE PROPOSED NEW CHARTERS.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;Would you have the goodness to inform me,.if in the
event of the new and secret charters being granted, a L.S.A.,
M.R.C.S., and an M.D. of a British university, having obtained
the degree of Doctor of Medicine since 1842, would be liable
to a legal penalty for prefixing the title of Doctor to his name;
if so, what is to become of the unfortunates who are graduates
in medicine of a British university? - .

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
S.G.O.

’’ We have not yet seen the charters, and consequently
we are unwilling yet to offer an opinion on the subject. The
whole question ought now to be maturely considered by the
profession. The old corporations of London state that they
are willing to make concessions-great concessions-in order
to effect an amicable arrangement. If this be true, let us
take them at their word. We fear that the question cannot
be settled without calling an aggregate meeting of the mem,
bers of the profession in London. Where all are so deeply
interested, all ought to be consulted.-ED. L.

THE PROPOSED NEW CHARTER TO THE COLLEGE
OF PHYSICIANS.

THE REGISTRATION OF GRADUATES IN MEDICINE.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;Allow me to call your attention to the position in

’which many who have taken the degree of doctor in medi-
cine at a university in the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Ireland, since the 1st day of January, 1842, will be placed,
if the fifth clause of the intended Charter to the College of
Physicians, in its present state, pass into a law.
A clause should certainly be introduced to enable medical

men, who have obtained a degree of doctor in medicine by
regular examination, from any British university, at any date
prior to the granting of the intended Charter, to register in
the same manner as those who had their diploma before the
1st of January, 1842, or a great injustice will be done them.
The person holding a diploma dated subsequently will be

placed in a most unjust position; and especially so if he be
liable to any legal penalty for prefixing the title of doctor to
his name.

Surely, in the present day, when it is so desirable that the
most liberal feelings should be cultivated among the members
of the profession, it would be most dangerous, most impoliticr
and most unjust, to prohibit those individuals who possess a
degree of doctor in medicine from a British university, being
duly recognised as legally-qualified doctors in medicine.
From the liberal views-and the untiring interest which you

have manifested for the honour and welfare of your profes-
sional brethren, I am emboldened, as a constant reader, to
submit for your consideration-whether it would not be an act
of justice towards those who have availed themselves of their
British doctorate, obtained, after regular examination, from a
British university at any period subsequently to the 1st of
January, 1842, to insert a clause by which such persons shall
be protected. Trusting that you will endeavour to protect
those who at present possess a British doctorate, and that you
will spare no effort to prevent the proposed Charter from
having all the invidious and cruelly retrospective consequences
of an ex post facto law, I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
March, 1848. L.S.A., M.R.C.S.L, & M.D. British University.

MEDICAL REFORM&mdash;THE LAST ATTEMPT.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;I took the liberty of pointing out one of the beauties
of the new scheme of medical reform: will you now allow me
to draw the attention of those whom it may concern to another.

" That those persons shall be entitled to be registered as
surgeons who shall have been admitted as fellows or members
by the Royal College of Surgeons. That the members of the
College of Surgeons, who dispense medicines, or supply medi-
cines to their patients, shall be required to enrol themselves in
the College of General Practitioners, and to be registered as
surgeons and general practitioners; and after the passing of’
this Act, members of the Royal College of Surgeons shall not
be registered as surgeons unless they be also admitted a&,, =.

members of the Royal College of General Practitioners, and
registered both as surgeons and general practitioners.*’
From this it appears, that while there is nothing to prevent

the fellows of the College from carrying on a smart stroke of
business in the apothecary line, without detriment to their
surgical purity, the members who shall be found guilty of
similar contamination are for this reason to be let down and
registered as a "lower grade" or not at all! Will this be
tolerated ? I think not. I am much mistaken if the" secret,
black, and midnight hags," who presided over the cookery of
this delectable mess, do not find, ere long, that, like their cele-
brated prototypes in " Macbeth," they have been employed in
brewing a "charm of powerful trouble."
The more I think upon the present state of the medical

world the more plainly I see that it is not mere reform that is
wanted. It is of no use to patch up the old corporations. The
nuisance must be abolished, and a clear stage made to start
upon, if medical legislation is ever to be anything respect.
able. The sooner we come all to see this the better.

I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
London, March, 1848. AN OLD MEMBER OF THE COLLEGE.

HEALTH OF TOWNS BILL.
Reply of the Right Honourable Lord Morpeth, M.P., to

F. S. Garlick, Esq., Surgeon.
To the Editor of THE LANCET. ,

Office of Woods, &c., March 2, 1849.

SIR,&mdash;In reply to your letter of the 29th ultimo, I appre
hend the medical profession have entirely misconstrued the
intentions of the government in their behalf, and that the -.
Bill will provide for them quite as much as parliament will
be prepared to concede.-I am, Sir, your obedient servant,

F. S. Garlick, Esq. 
_____ 

MORPET11’.

On the receipt of the preceding note, I addressed the fol-
lowing communication to his Lordship :-

To the Right Honourable Lord Morpeth, M.P.
5, Cheapside, Halifax.

My LORD,&mdash;I duly received your Lordship’s note in reply to
my communication of the 29th ultimo.

I do not know, my Lord, how there can be any misconstrue- ..
tion on the part of the medical profession, as your Lordship
would seem to intimate, when an officer so important as .a 


